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after the flowering season is over.—C has. A. Davis, Alma College , 


- lima . Mich. 


(oimis Bailey i (. & E. in Oregon. —In the revision of Cornaceae 
(Coulter and Evans), under the discussion of the relationship of C. 
stolon if era Michx., C. tnibescens Nutt., and r K.y ;/<„,; r IT 1 fVio nrn. 


iction was made that C. Baileyi might be found along the Pacific 
coast and its ranges, \v r here it had descended from its already known 
abitat of British America, and that it would be confounded with C. 
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pubescens. Such has since proved to be the case. In a package of 
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plants recently received from 



Drake & Dickson, Portland, 


()re fe on, there was found an undoubted specimen of C. Baileyi front 


' u,llluia ixiver, uregon, bearing the date June 1889 
as to flowers, the fruit evidently being of later collection. As in 
t te east. C . Baileyi has been confused with C. stolonifera on account 
j 3 * e presence of some appressed pubescence, so here it had been 
a >e ed ( . pubes< ens, evidently on account of the rather loosely pubes- 
cent under surfare of the leaves. But an examination with a lens 
owe the presence of both ajtpressed and wooly pubescence, such as 
is ounc in ( . Baileti and not in either of the others. The stone in 
t is specimen is nearly twice as broad as high, is prominently flattened, 
ias t e square shouldered top of typical C. Baileyi. and has its rather 
eep \ urrowed edge. 1 his combination of characters can leave no 

>U K V^ S occurrence f • Baileyi on the west coast. It is highly 

j ro a e t at forms may be found not so well defined as this one, and 

the presence of all three of these nearly related species will give more 

-u * rou when approaching each other, yet the extreme forms 
.1011 ^ive no cause for difficulty in determination.—W alter H- 
E\ans, Indianapolis , Bid., Herbarium Eli Lilly <3- Co. 

1 • L PHVate leUer fr ° m E ‘ J' Hin * of Englewood, Ills., makes the fol- 

oumg statements concerning C. Baileyi: -’My first note on it was in Sept. 

. 1 . an 1 was ca e C. stolonifera. But studying this lake shore shrub in 

t e L 7 r Xt r:t ^ Ser,Cea ’ but the fruit ^ not colored rightly. It was 
'I i y 3 shrub . for C - paniculata, and so has remained a source of doubt till 
c arac erization appeared. Noticing them the other day (January) while 

shier at t urn ^ the ^ the — s of the two contrast con- 

h . . of C. stolonifera are very bright red and glossy in winter, of a hue almost 
cnmson while those of C. Baileyi are duller, a little of the brick-red cast. 
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of identity m the winter, from this character 


Noth 


I think one could be pretty 5 
alone.' ’ 


1 Bot. Gazette, xv. pp. ,*ts an( j kn. 
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